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All praise belongs to Allah, a/-Oawi, al-Matin. And may the salah and salam [of 
Allah] be upon him who was sent with the sword as a mercy to al-'alamin. As 


for what follows: 


The question in the title seems plainly obvious to the reader who is familiar 
with the Quran and the speech of the “ama. But, nevertheless, those who are 
earnest in misleading the masses of the ummah into entering under the wilayah 
of the apostates who have usurped the lands in Arabia and elsewhere have 
undertaken to distort the texts and lie upon the scholars to cover up the truth. 
In an article entitled “The Meaning of Taghut and it’s (spelling mistake taken 
from the original) Relation to Kufr, Judgment and the Rulers,” Abu Khabithah 
(Abu Khadijah), a head of misguidance, sought to paint a different picture 
from the obvious fact that every /aghut is a kafir by compiling some statements 
of scholars in regard to the meaning of taghut.' He starts the sub-heading 
saying, “The Meaning of Taghut According to the Early Scholars & That It 
Does Not Necessitate Kufr in Every Case.” A question arose as to why would 


he think it was necessary to write such an article? He lets us know soon after: 


The word taghut is mentioned in several places throughout the Quran 
and its meaning is distorted by the radical preachers to refer to the 
disbelievers or to major idolatry, and since some of the great scholars 
mentioned in their writings that “the one who does not rule by that 
which Allah has revealed’ is a taghut, then they conclude that all of the 


rulers are therefore disbelievers. 


We can conclude that the only reason it came to his mind to write (or copy) 


1 Which, come to find out, wasn’t really his idea or work. More on that later, in sha Allah. 
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such an article is only to defend the apostate tawaghit who rule by man-made 
laws, among other nullifiers of Islam. He then claims “the term taghut can 
refer to the unbelievers and to the heads of misguidance from the Muslims.” 


However, is this the case? 


Leaders of Misguidance 

After putting forward the ridiculous allegation that the wawa said heads of 
misguidance are “Muslim tawaghit', an obvious contradiction which is equivalent 
to saying ‘Muslim kyffar’, he brings several quotes in an attempt to substantiate 
the claim. And we will quote verbatim those relevant to heads of misguidance 


he mentioned: 


Imam al-Jawhari stated in As-Sihah, “At-taghut: the soothsayer, Shaytan, and 


every leader of misguidance.”? 


Ibn Mandhur stated, “Attaghut: Whatever is worshipped besides Allah, the 


993, 


Mighty and Majestic; and every leader of misguidance is a taghut. 


And he also said, “Ash-Sha’bi, ‘Ata, and Mujahid all said, “The sorcerer, the 
magician. The Zaghut is Shaytan, the soothsayer, and every head of 


misguidance.”* 


Regarding the statement of Allah, “And We sent a messenger to every nation 
calling them to the worship of Allah and to abandon the taghut,” al-Qurtubi in 
his tafsir stated, “Meaning: abandon everything that is worshipped besides 
Allah, such as Shaytan, the soothsayers, the idols, and everyone that calls to 


misguidance." 


Can anyone see in these quotes where the scholars mentioned that a Muslim 


? Mukhtar as-Sibab, p. 265. 
? Lisan al ‘Arab, v. 8, p. 444. 
^ [bid. 
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can be a /aghut or a taghut a Muslim? What is mentioned is only that the leaders 
and heads of dalala (misguidance) are tawaghit. (The reason for this will come, in 
sha Allah.) Abu Khabithah brings no further evidence for his claim and merely 
makes an absurd interpretation that fits inside his set agenda. When the 
meaning of taghut is known beforehand by reading (and understanding) what 
the “ama have written on the topic and that every taghutis a kafir the speech 
above is clearly seen to mean the heads, callers, and leaders of kufr and shirk 
are tawaghit, in comparison to the layman from the kuffar and mushrikin who are 
not. And here I would like to press pause on Abu Khabithah’s article and take 
a glance at the meaning of taghut from the works of the wawa and answer the 
question ‘is every laghut a kafir?’. Because when one knows the truth of a 
certain matter to begin with, one can shift through the falsehood and see them 
clearly, by Allah’s permission. But when one does not have sufficient 


knowledge it is quite easy to be misled and ‘dazzled,’ so to speak. 


The Meaning of Taghut in the Quran 


First, let us see how ‘Yaghut’ is used in the Quran, mentioned a total of eight 


times throughout: 
(1) 
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“There is no compulsion in the din. Verily, the right path has become distinct 
from the wrong path. So whoever disbelieves in the /aghut and believes in 
Allah, then he has grasped the most trustworthy handhold that will never 

break. And Allah is All-Hearer, All-Knower.” 


? Surah al-Baqarah: 256. 
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(2) 
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“Allah is the Protector of those who believe. He brings them out from 
darkness into light. But as for those who disbelieve, their helpers and allies are 
taghut, they bring them out from light into darkness. Those are the dwellers of 


the Fire, and they will abide therein forever.” 


(3) 


SgelBJig CuaJu J9Log gus do Lua Igigi Gul Jl p pil 
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b C 


“Have you not seen those who were given a portion of the Book? They believe 
in a/jibt and the faghut and say to the disbelievers that they are better guided as 
regards the way than the believers." 


by 
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“Have you not seen those who claim to believe in what sent down to you and 
what was sent down before you? They wish to go for judgment to the taghut 
while they have been ordered to disbelieve in it. And Shaytan wishes to lead 

them far astray.’”® 


$ Surah al-Baqarah: 257. 
7 Surah an-Nisa: 51. 
8 Surah an-Nisa: 60. 
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“Those who believe fight in the cause of Allah. While those who disbelieve 
fight in the cause of the taghut. So fight against the allies of Shaytan; verily, the 
plot of Shaytan is weak.” 


(6) 
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“Say: ‘Shall I inform you of something worse than that, regarding the 
recompense from Allah: those (Jews) who incurred the curse of Allah and His 
wrath, and those of whom He transformed into monkeys and pigs, and those 
who worshipped the taghut, such are worse in rank, and far more astray from 


the right path.’ ”!° 


(7) 
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“And verily, We have sent among every group of people a messenger 
[ordering]: ‘worship Allah and avoid the 7/4/27." Then of them were some 
whom Allah guided and of them were some whom the straying was justified. 


So travel through the land and see what was the end of those who denied." !! 


? Surah an-Nisa: 76. 
10 Surah al-Maidah: 60. 
!! Surah an-Nahl: 36. 
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“And those who avoid the taghut by not worshipping it and turn to Allah, for 


them are glad tidings; so announce the good news to My slaves.” 


The Definition of Taghut from the “Ulama 
Second, we will take a look at what some of the ‘za have said. Shaykh ‘Ali 


al-Khudayr (fakkallahu asrahu) stated that the definition of taghut is: 


[It is] a particular type of exaggeration derived from tughyan which is to 
exceed, to go beyond, and to increase. From it is “tagha al-ma” 


(translated as: the water rose above its limits), meaning: increased... 


The terms the Salaf used in defining it differed. Ibn Abi Hatim narrated 
that ‘Umar ibnul-Khattab (radiyallahu ‘anhu) said that ‘the taghut is the 
Shaytan. Jabir mentioned that it is the soothsayer. Malik said, ‘It is what 
is worshipped besides Allah.” Muhammad ibn Sirin said that the taghut is 
the sorcerer, and it was said ‘the transgressors from the People of the 
Book.’ Ibnul-Jawzi made mention in Zad al-Masir in his explanation of 
the Verse of the Throne when examining these various definitions that 


they are from the category of tafsir by some of its features. 


The comprehensive explanation of taghut is the definition of 
ibnul-Qayyim (rahimahullah), “The taghut is that which exceeds its 
limit by the slave whether by being worshipped, followed, or obeyed.’ 
Worshipped is what ‘Umar and Malik mentioned. ‘Followed’ includes 
the transgressors from the People of Book. “Obeyed” includes the 
sorcerer, the soothsayer, and every ruler and includes the evil scholars, 


evil leaders, and evil worshippers. 


12 Surah az-Zumar: 17. 
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And here is more precise definition than ibnul-Qayyim’s: Each and every 
going beyond in kufr. For example, the abandoner of the salah is a kafir, 
but if he calls to abandon the salah or punishes whoever performs it, 
then this is exceeding the bounds in kufr, and he is a taghut. It is shirk to 
sacrifice for other than Allah, so if he calls to sacrifice for other than 
Allah or beautifies it [in the eyes of the people], then this is exceeding the 
bounds in kufr, and he is a taghut. 


Taken from ibnul-Qayyim’s definition are three types of tawaghit: (i) the 
tawaghit of worship, and included in that is whoever is worshipped 
besides Allah while being pleased with it, whoever calls the people to the 
worship of himself; Shaytan enters into that, as well, along with the idols; 
(ii) the tawaghit of following, which includes scholars and worshippers: 
the evil scholars and the devious worshippers; (iii) the tawaghit of 
obedience, and it includes the leaders and heads of tribes who make 
matters permissible or impermissible besides Allah; likewise, soothsayers, 
magicians, legislators, and the rulers who rule by other than what Allah 


revealed. 
Mujahid (d. 102 H - rahimahullah) said: 
au! ygoSloiy jL 67920 x5 Ulos : SgéUbII 
“The taghutis Shaytan in the form of man whom they seek judgment from.” 
An-Nawawi (d. 676 H - rahimahullah) stated: 
ac Lo Jó cigéUeJI : à&UI Jol prolorg JlSIg dace gig Cu! JG 
CigéUbJI : DÈI GUSIg J3làog yul Yul JU9 « Le abil 93 Yo 


13519 YM SgclbJl: $2»19JI JL: PULAI go : J159 « gui 


5 See his elucidation of Usul ath-Thalathah. 
1 Tafsir Mujahid, p. 284. 
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“Al-Layth, Abu ‘Ubaydah, al-Kisa’i, and the majority of linguists said that they 
taghut is anything that is worshipped other than Allah (ta'ala). And ibn “Abbas, 
Mugatil, al-Kalbi, and others, stated that the saghut is the Shaytan. It was said it 
is the idols, as well. Al-Wahidi said that the zaghut could be singular or plural, 


female or male.” 


Al-Wahidi (d. 468 H - rahimahullah), himself a distinguished scholar of the 
Arabic language, related that: 


aU! jg» yo uc Uo Jó IKU ASI Jai 


“All the scholars of the language said that the taghut is anything that is 
worshipped besides Allah.” 


Ibn “Atiyyah (d. 541 H - rahimahullah) said: 


dou 0309 .c1gélb 94.5 aU 9» yo axc Lo Jó :cLoleJI yA Jg 
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“Some of the scholars said: “Everything that is worshipped besides Allah is a 
taghut. And this labelling is correct with respect to what is worshipped and is 
pleased with that like Fir‘awn and Nimrod and so forth. But as for those who 
are not pleased with such, like ‘Uzayr and ‘Isa (alayhimas-salam), and those who 
do not have any intelligence, like the idols, the labelling is in relation to the 
right of the slaves - and that is exceeding the boundaries. As it is because of 


the taghut that orders them and beautifies that for them - and that is the 


15 See Sharh Muslim, “Kitab al-Iman". 
16 Quoted in Ad-Durar as-Saniyyah. 
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Shaytan. 
And al-‘Allamah ibnul-Qayyim (d. 751 H- rahimahullah) said, 


The taghut is anything by which the slave transgresses the limits through 
worship, following, or obedience. Thus the taghut of any people is he 
whom they seek judgment from other than Allah and His messenger, or 
whom they worship alongside Allah, or whom they follow without 
guidance from Allah, or whom they obey in what they do not know to be 
in obedience to Allah. These are the tawaghit of the world; if you were to 
contemplate them and, at the same time, contemplate the condition of 
the people, you would see that most people have turned from the 
worship of Allah to the worship of the taghut, from seeking judgment 
from Allah and His messenger to seeking judgment from the taghut, and 
from obeying and following Allah and His messenger, to obeying and 
following the taghut." 


Shaykh Muhammad Hamid al-Figi (d. 1378 H - rahimahullah) mentioned, 


Lo JS SgélbII yi amic WII dy alu! pls Yo yoldiuy gil 
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“That which we find in the statements of the Salaf (radiyallahu ‘anhum) is that 
the /aghut is whatever deviates the slave away and prevents him from the 
worship of Allah, being sincere to Him in the din and in obeying Allah and His 
messenger (sallallahu ‘alayhi wa sallam), whether that is from the shayatin of jinn 


ot from the shayatin of humans, trees, rocks, etc." ? 


U See ALMuharrar al-W ajiz. 
18 See Ilam al-Muwaqqi in. 
1? See his footnotes on Fath al-Majid. 
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Shaykh Muhammad al-Amin ash-Shangiti (d. 1393 H - rahimahullah) stated: 


CUS go MINI BIG gel 92.5 abil jg» yo auc Lo JS Yi Gud 


“The /ahqiq" is that anything that is worshipped besides Allah is a /ag/z/ the 


greatest of which is the Shaytan.””! 


Salih al-Fawzan, a scholar the Madakhilah worship, was asked: “What is the 
meaning of zaghut And is every taghut a kafir?” He responded with: 


I 6j9l209 2I ojglao 959 YlebIl yo Giro äl yo SgclbJl 
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“Taghut linguistically is derived from tughyan, and it is exceeding the limits. 
Going beyond the truth to falsehood, going beyond iman to kufr, and what is 
similar to that. The sawaghit are many, and every taghutis a kafir, without a 
doubt.” 


This last quote from Salih al-Fawzan is the utmost clearest I found while 
researching this matter of ‘is every taghut a kafir?” Possibly because the matter 
is plainly obvious and is equivalent to asking ‘is every mushrik a kafir?’ Shaykh 
Muhammad ibn Ibrahim in his elucidation of Usul ath-Thalathalah asserted with 
almost the same clarity, after explaining ibnul-Qayyim’s definition of taghut: 
“And every one of them is a kafir” The only quotes from scholars or 
references I found that suggested otherwise were contemporaries like ibn 
‘Uthaymin who said specifically that heads of bida’ were tawaghit. But even that 
is not lucid enough and could be restricted in reference to bida' that is major 
kufr: like saying the Quran is created or that iwan is only a belief in the heart or 
negating the attributes of Allah, etc. All of which is a bida', in addition to being 
? Meaning, what is established after verification and research. 


21 See his tafsir of surah al-Baqarah in Adwan al-Bayan. 
? See link for the full answer https://www.alfawzan.af.org.sa/en/node/10323. 
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kufr. We have amply amount of statements from the Salaf proclaiming takfir 
upon those who call to their bida’, as well. Another is ibn Baz,” however, his 
words also seem to be misunderstood, and the text from him I was able to 
locate was cut - a part in the middle being left out. Having said that, we aren’t 
looking into what he or ibn ‘Uthaymin meant here. Nor is that really relevant. I 
only mentioned them because of the scarcity of sayings of scholars merely 


hinting that the /aghut is somehow not a kafir. 


What we can clarify here is the misunderstanding that could arise in saying that 
not every /aghut is a kafir, because technically this is true. Let me explain. A tree 
Of a rock or a statue is not a kafir. You don't say inanimate objects are kuffar. 
Nor are they considered tawaghit just by themselves. They become tawaghit 
when the slaves exceed their right with respect to worship. And this qualifies 
the statement from ibn ‘Atiyyah above that “the labelling is in relation to the 
right of the slaves - and that is exceeding the boundaries.” So those objects 
become tawaghit when they are worshipped besides Allah, and it is a must for 
one to have kufrin them to be considered a Muslim in reality. And this point is 
lost on many, not the least the ghulat Hazimiyyah, and those like them, who 
equate kufrin the taghut with takfir of the taghut. 


As pointed out above, you don’t declare ta£fir of an idol or a grave that is 
worshipped besides Allah, due to them being inanimate objects. But in regard 
to the label of Yaghut’ being applied upon a person or a jinn (like Shaytan or 
someone who rules by other than what Allah revealed) then this is equivalent 
to Zakfir and labelling someone a mushrik ot a kafir. It is this second labelling 


that Salih al-Fawzan is referring to in his statement that “every taghutis a kafir, 


without a doubt.’ 


? I know, go figure it would be these two - I do not know what al-Albani said. 

# The only reason I am bringing his words here is because of their transparency and the claim by Abu 
Khabithah that the label of taghut on a person as being “distorted by the radical preachers to refer to 
the disbelievers or to major idolatry.” So will he stick by his implied speech and say that al-Fawzan is 
one of those “radical preachers”? And assuming he (he won’t) or someone else does, it is bati and 
goes against the Texts and the agreement of the wama. 
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Taghut According to Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad 
ibn *Abdil-Wahhab 


Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad ibn “Abdil-Wahhab (rahimahullah) revived the 
aqidab of the Salaf as-Salih for this ummah and has very clear words in regard to 
takfir and fighting the mushrikin; he defined the taghut as: 


gi 39125 jo BLA JY «DI jg» Jo 34£ Lo JSS ple CigéUnJ 
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“The taghut is general; so anything that is worshipped besides Allah, being 
pleased with that Ybadah [directed to it] - whether it is a thing worshipped or 
followed or obeyed in other than the obedience of Allah and His messenger - 


is a taghut” 


His speech and the fatawa of the scholars who followed him in the Arabian 
Peninsula are spears in the hearts and souls of people like Abu Khabithah and 
the Madakhilah. Similar to the ghulat Hazimiyyah, they cherry pick words in 
order to deceive the ignorant that the notable scholar they are quoting is in 
agreement with their corrupt creed. Abu Khabithah follows that trend here by 


asserting: 


It is somewhat surprising that modern-day radicals should attempt to 
utilise the statements of Shaikh Muhammad bin 'Abdul-Wahhab 
(rahimahullah) to support their argument, since he was from the scholars 
who consistently warned from the performance of takfir and from 
disobeying the Muslim rulers, even if they be from the most tyrannical of 
rulers, as he has expressed in the famous letter to the people of al-Qasim, 


ar-Risalah ila Ahlil-Qasim. 
First, if the shaykh was alive today Abu Khabithah would be one of the first to 


?5 See his short essay Ma ‘ana at-Taghut wa Ra'us Anwa thi. 
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post the shaykh’s picture with his eyes marked out with red warning against 
him while calling him a "&barzi' and Yakfiri. The issue that ibn “Abdil-Wahhab 
is most hated for is /a&fir of the mushrikin who ascribed themselves to Islam 


and fighting them. He said in the third treatise from his Rasail ash-Shaykhsiyyah: 
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“If they were for more than twenty years affirming day and night, secretly and 
openly, that the zawhid which this man (i.e., ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab) displayed is the 
din of Allah and His messenger, however the people do not obey us, and that 
what he rejected was shirk while he was truthful in his rejection, however, only 


if he would abstain from /a&fir and fighting, he would be upon the truth.” 


And he said in his twenty ninth treatise: 


022 ale Igilé JUBIg OSU yóJLI Jol Isy J 99Jgás pail pidycg 
Agivyjg ai 


“And you know what they say, that if the people of confrontation (1.e., ibn 
“Abdil-Wahhab) would abandon /a&fzr and fighting, they would be upon the din 
of Allah and His messenger.” 


And he said in his thirty eighth treatise: 
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“However, today they argue with one misconception, so know the answer to it, 
and what they say is that all of this is the truth, we bear witness that it is the 
din of Allah and His messenger - except for /a&fir and fighting. And what is 

astonishing is the one who is not able to answer this [misconception]. If they 

affirmed that this is the din of Allah and His messenger, how can we not make 
takfir of the one who rejects it, kills those who commands it, and imprisons 
them? How can the one who sends orders to imprison them not be a kafir? 
How can the one who comes to the people of shirk and urges them to hold 
onto their religion and adorns it for them, and encourages them in killing the 

muwahhidin and taking their wealth not be a kafir? How can he not be a Rafir if 

what he urges and encourages is what the Messenger (sallallahu ‘alayhi wa sallam) 
rejected? He forbade it and called it shir& with Allah, and he testified that the 
one who has enmity to them and hates their people, and orders the mushrikin 

to be killed is the din of Allah and His messenger. 


“Know [O Muslim], that the proofs supporting declaring zakfir of a righteous 
Muslim if he commits shirk with Allah, or he assisted the mushrikin [in fighting] 
against the muwahbidin, even if he did not commit shirk, are too much to be 
counted from the words of Allah, His messenger, and the sayings of all the 


scholars.” 


The letter Abu Khabithah references is what the shaykh sent explaining his 
creed due to the lies and rumors that spread from people who share the same 
qualities of Abu Khabithah in slandering and lying upon the muwahhidin to 
frighten the people away from the truth and keep the people following them 
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instead of it. In the letter, the shaykh essentially summarizes A/‘Agidah 
al-Wasitiyyah by ibn Taymiyyah; and it is the ‘aqidah of Ahlus-Sunnah. Part of 
that ‘agidah, which we believe in, is obeying and not fighting against the 
Muslim ruler, even if he is not righteous, as long as he does not come with 
clear kufr which we have evidence from Allah for. In addition, we do not 


declare /a&fzr due to sins that are less than major kufr. Nothing new here. 


The Heads of the Tawaghit 


Abu Khabithah continues in his covering of the truth: 


Regarding the discussion surrounding the subject of at-taghut, Shaikh 
Muhammad bin “Abdul-Wahhab said: 


“The taghuts are many, and their heads are five: 


Iblis, may Allah’s curse be upon him, 

The one who is worshipped and he is pleased with that, 

The one who claims anything from the knowledge of the Unseen, 
The one who calls people to worship him, 


The one who judges by other than that which Allah has revealed. 


And the proof is His saying, the Most High: “There is no compulsion in 
religion. Verily, the Right Path has become distinct from the wrong path. 
Whoever disbelieves in at-Taghut and believes in Allah, then he has 
grasped the most trustworthy handhold that will never break. And Allah 
is the All-Hearer, All-Knower.’ And this is the meaning of la ilaha 
illallah.” 


So some may understand from this that the Shaikh is declaring as an 
unbeliever the one who rules by other than what Allah has revealed. 
However, this is not the case for two reasons: Firsty (spelling error taken 


from the original), due to the consensus from Ibn ‘Abdul-Barr who 
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narrated that ruling by other than what Allah has revealed constitutes 
minor disbelief that does not exit from the fold of Islam (At-Tamhid of 
Ibn ‘Abdul-Barr, 5/74-75) 


These five heads of the tawaghit is what is commonly listed and known from 
the shaykh and taken from his book A/Usul ath-Thalathah. He adds a sixth, if 
taken altogether, in his short essay speaking in particular on kufr bit-taghut and 
the heads of the /awaghit: the oppressive ruler who changes the rulings of Allah. 
All are clear in their reference to being kuffar and not Muslimin; one reason for 


that being the proof the shaykh brings: 
CigéUBJU JAS AS 
“So whoever disbelieves in the taghut.” 


And this is kufr bit-taghut. Does one have kufr bil-Muslim? Disbelief in the 
Muslim? Has anyone heard of such a thing? And how does one actualize this 
ayah that the shaykh uses after naming the five heads of the sawaghit if the taghut 
can be a Muslim? The description of kufr bit-taghut is outlined by Shaykh 
Muhammad ibn “Abdil-Wahhab also in five matters: 


(1) 
a Ul pe dolce J Li j ee ce 0. 
The belief in the invalidity of worship to other than Allah. 


(2) 
Un 5 jg 


'To abandon it. 
(3) 
aus 
To hate it. 
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(4) 
lalol 19539 
To perform takfir of its people. 


P) 


pasrleig 
To have hostility towards them for the sake of Allah. 


Does it make any sense for the shaykh to refer to anything here except what is 
considered major kufr and the kuffar? And if you say the heads of misguidance 
being referred to previously are in reference to Muslimin then it would imply 
having animosity and declaring ‘akfr of the layman Muslim who follows him. 
The scholars are innocent of such absurdities and recklessness. Most likely, it is 
doubtful that it ever entered the shaykh’s mind that someone would come later 
and proclaim he was speaking about any Muslim here when speaking 


specifically of the heads of the sawaghit. 


Ruling by Other Than What Allah Revealed 

The first proof Abu Khabithah comes with to show that the shaykh 
(rahimahullah) does not declare takfir of the one who rules by other than what 
Allah revealed, while calling him a head of the tawaghit, is not an evidence for 
that. Citing Imam ibn ‘Abdil-Bart’s (rahimahullah) yma’ does not cover the 
words of ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab. Because he is referring to the ruler who knows 
the ruling of Allah and rules by other than what Allah revealed, as is clear, and 
not the Muslim ruler who leaves (/zr€) ruling by what Allah revealed in some 
matters while outwardly adhering to the ruling of Allah. The former is a taghut 
kafir, and the latter is a disobedient Muslim who committed a major sin and is 
not considered a taghut - and definitely not a head of the tawaghit, even though 


some “ulama from the Salaf considered him a kafir. 


An example of the latter is when a case is brought to him concerning someone 


who stole, and the conditions are all met to implement the hukm upon him. 
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However, he is close to the person at hand and his whims get the better of 
him, so he places a preventative factor that is false or disparages one of the 
witnesses, even though he knows they are all trustworthy. Outwardly it appears 
that he is ruling by what Allah revealed, but inwardly he is ruling according to 
his whims. This is a major sin like committing fornication as long as he doesn’t 
hold it permissible for himself or reject the ruling of Allah. The former 
example is when the same case is brought to him concerning the thief, and he 
judges according to a man-made law, a tribal code, or his whims. Outwardly 
and inwardly he has judged by other than what Allah revealed. This is major 
kujr like prostrating to a grave. 


However, Abu Khabithah and the Madakhalah do not see any form of not 
judging by what Allah revealed as major kufr unless one comes with an action 
of the heart that is near impossible to know of. And concerning the yma’ of 
ibn ‘Abdil-Barr, then, it needs looking into. Because we have statements from 
ulama from the Salaf stating whoever knowingly leaves the hukm of Allah in a 
case is a kafir.” Additionally, he does not cite a consensus that ruling by other 


than what Allah revealed is minor &/f, he said specifically: 


Lo Le CUS 2005 go PUSS! yo a S2JI c2 J92Jl gi le eLoleJI 20219 
d) 


“The scholars agree that jawr in relation to judging is from the major sins - for 


whoever knowingly and intentionally does it." 


This is the exact statement Abu Khabithah is referring to. Can anyone point 
out where ibn *Abdil-Barr says ruling by other than what Allah revealed is minor 
kufr? What we should pay attention to here is what is meant by the word fawr. 
Jawr in English could be translated something along the lines as ‘unjust’ or 
‘tyrannical’ and is similar to a more common term: ‘dhulm’, which is 
oppression, and it is putting something in its incorrect spot. In his explanation 


of Sahih Muslim, an-Nawawi stated: 


2 References will come, in sha Allah. 
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92.0 Jlaicyl Yo 575 Uo J59 . Jlaicvlg elgicu.Ul Yo Jeol : go ygall 
09450 gl Lol» JUS claw . J9> 


“Al-jawr is turning away from fairness and justness; so anything that departs 


from justice is a/-jawr. Irregardless whether it was something haram ot makruh.” 


Here it is in reference to ruling unjustly where people do not get their rights, 
and so he does not judge by what Allah revealed. While ruling by other than 
what Allah revealed is something particular. In addition, one should keep in 
mind that the Salaf disagreed over the one who intentionally aves the ruling of 
Allah and if it is major kufr or a major sin. This is in contrast to ruling by other 
than what Allah revealed. Interpreting the meaning of the statement of Allah 
(a ala): “And whoever does not judge by what Allah revealed, then it is those 
who ate the kafirun,” as-Suddi (d. 127 H) said: 


UD gab ales 999 JL gl . [o.c aji CU! Los p45 a) og 
MBI 
“Whoever does not judge by what I revealed and leaves it intentionally or 


unjustly, while he knows (the ruling from Allah), then he is from al-kafirun.”” 


And al-Baghawi (d. 516 H) in his tafsir relates from a group of scholars that: 


go Lois . laoc UUc abl a5» ua oy lil Lio : cLol1oJI J9 
116 Jug yo Uni gi ale AS 


“The ‘ulama said this is when [judging in a case] he goes against the ruling of 
Allah deliberately. But if the matter was unclear to him or he made a mistake in 
its interpretation, then no [it does not apply].” 


Whether these statements are in reference to merely Æaving the ruling of Allah 


?' See Tafsir ibn Kathir (in Arabic because this is cropped out of the English translation published from 
the lands ruled by tawaghit). 
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or leaving it and ruling by other than what Allah revealed is a discussion the 
"lama spoke about and differed. And there is much more we could get into 
here but that is sufficient to refute any notion that the Salaf have an ima’ that 
ruling by other than what Allah revealed is minor kufr.” 


Clarifying the Misunderstanding in the Plagiarizing 
Abu Khabithah resumes: 


and secondly that the term at-Taghut does not necessitate major 
disbelief. This is made very clear in the following statement of Shaikh 
Muhammad bin “Abdul-Wahhab : 


“The taghuts are many, and the clear ones to us from them are five: 
The first of them is Satan. 

The tyrannical ruler. 

The one who takes bribery. 

The one who is worshipped and pleased with that. 

The one who acts without knowledge.” [14] 


So he considered that from the heads of the clear taghuts are: the 
tyrannical ruler, the one who takes bribes and the one who does not act 
upon knowledge — and these affairs constitute minor disbelief (al-kufr 
al-asghar) in their origin. Indeed the one who takes bribes is not an 
unbeliever outside of the fold of Islam by the consensus (ijma‘) of the 
scholars, unless he makes that permissible. So this makes it perfectly clear 
# The official committee of scholars of Sa'udiyyah said some years ago that the one who claims that 


there is an jma’ that ruling by other than what Allah revealed in tashri' al-‘am is minor kufr has lied upon 
Ahlus-Sunnah due to jahl or evil intention. See Risalah at-Tahdhir min al-Irja. 
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that the Shaikh and the scholars before him did not restrict the title 
at-Taghut to only the disbeliever, rather the term can also refer to a 
Muslim upon sin or tyranny or the one who does not act upon 
knowledge or the person of misguidance who misguides others, such as 


the ideological heads of the Kharijites. 


First, these aren’t exactly Abu Khabithah’s words; he plagiarized them from a 
scholar of the /aghut Abu “Umat Usamah al-‘Utaybi. The latter? wrote in 
Arabic: 


Sgquu JS19 jg2JI A5 Alg Cuélghui yu99y Yo Jord 
do il ò JSI ASI Go (,99 ple yids Jolelig. 


W5 Jaiwl 151 I JLà4JI yo yu clalell cLo2U ógau JI JSI Ju. 


HOD J yI ac yy 2020 Lus JI Au Ji Guu Loo yuis 
J5U5 Gaudilg JA wg JI CUS saei; Jy pO! gò gl 
gl LS JU Yg Vid ASI 5 J92Y Yog ple ès Joey yog ög 
SUS gi gi Lujao 


And this can be translated virtually as what Abu Khabithah wrote; although he 
portrays them as his own speech and adds a little flavor to it at the end with 
“such as the ideological heads of the Kharijites." In fact, the whole article is a 
summary taken from the aforementioned scholar of the zaghut, with the above 


and what comes after it a near word-for-word translation. 


Admittingly, the text quoted from ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab could be seen as 
problematic if taken at face value without knowledge. And it would not come 
as a surprise if the Madakhilah started celebrating and handing out sweets when 
they came across this quote. Because indeed, the one who takes a bribe or acts 
without knowledge could not be a kafir. But like with other heads of the 


? Who, come to find out, said this about Abu Khabithah in a tweet dated Aug. 19, 2018: “The man is 
extremely ignorant who desires leadership and is manipulative. It is a mistake to enable his likes to 
partake in da'wah while he has severe ignorance and love of leadership.” 
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tawaghit there is a tafsil and a sharh (i.e., a further explanation). Examples being 
the elucidations you will find from the “ama on the one who does not judge 
by what Allah revealed, when he becomes a taghut kafir and when not, and the 
one who claims knowledge of the unseen, the levels therein when he becomes 
a taghut kafir and when not, and so on. Each listed taghut must be understood in 
light of the shaykh’s own definition of the taghut that passed above. So when 
we know the meaning of taghut and that every taghutis a kafir, and we compare 
these words with his more famous words on the tawaghit in light of his own 
definition of the ¢aghut, we see exactly who he is referring to here. Thus the 
first /aghut mentioned is as he said: the Shaytan. The second one he mentioned 


as: 
JII a56 
“The tyrannical ruler" is: 
al PS pool jui aSUJI 
“The oppressive ruler who changes the rulings of Allah.” 
The third one he mentioned as: 
69xu JI J.5l 
“The one who takes bribes” is: 
aU Jj Lo judy a2; il 
“The one who tules by other than what Allah revealed.” 


The fourth he mentioned as “the one worshipped and is pleased with that” is 
what comes fifth in his other listing. And finally, the fifth one he mentioned as: 
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plc jue) Jolai 


“The one who acts without knowledge” comes fourth in his other listing: 


aul 992 do MI ole Leu Sil 
“The one who claims knowledge of the unseen besides Allah.” 


And so when we take his clear speech and put it up against his unclear speech, 
what he intends is evident. Why I mentioned the one who takes bribes as 
meaning the one who rules by ofher than what Allah revealed is due to what you 
will find in the tafsir of the ayah in surah al-Maidah. The matter of taking a bribe 
being major or minor kufr depends on the reality and situation of whoever is 
taking a bribe. If he takes a bribe in order to /ave ruling in a case it is minor 
kufr. But if he takes a bribe and rules by other than what Allah revealed it is 
major kur. This is the opinion chosen by Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad ibn 
“Abdil-Wahhab based upon what is apparent from him placing him from the 
heads of the /awaghit. It was also the chosen opinion of ibn Mas'ud and his 
students, alongside other Sababab and Tabi'in. Al-Qasimi (rahimahullah) said in 
his tafsir: 


LAI GUI 020 Yi teg Hlg sgouro ui gc GLU! U6 (Jig 
JS 9526 aI Jang AGI Yo J59 «oll 040 pòg Igal ò dole 
HAI Jo dii Sau! Loi alg «$59 plHg JAS 166 all So 


“Concerning this topic, it is reported from ibn Mas‘ud, al-Hasan [al-Basri], and 
an-Nakha'i that these three ayat (in surah al-Maidah) are general in its 
application to the Jews and this ummah. So whoever takes a bribe and 

substitutes the [correct] ruling, and thus rules by other than the ruling of Allah, 

then he has disbelieved, oppressed, and acted immorally. This is also the view 


of as-Suddi, because it is what is apparent of the address.” 


And Allah knows best. May Allah send salah and salam upon our prophet 


Muhammad, his family, and his companions. 
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